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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kakigi (US Patent 
No. 6,422,557) and in combination of Salgado et al. (US Patent No. 5,898,592). 

As to claim 1, Kakigi teaches a system controlling a printing device, comprising: 

the printing device (102 in fig. 1) including a plurality of sheet storage unit (107 in fig. 1) 
storing sheets on which images will be formed and a plurality of sheet outputting units (108 in 
fig. 1) outputting the sheets on which the image are formed; 

a manipulation panel (104 in fig. 1) including a display unit displaying a print state and 
an input unit input print setting conditions (more information is describes on col. 4, lines 5-9); 

a host computer (col. 8, lines 59-61) inputting the print setting conditions and giving a 
print command to output the work result of a user to the printing device; and 

a printing device controller (i.e., the video controller 103 in fig. 4) including a host 
interface unit (402 in fig. 4) interfacing the host computer, a manipulation panel interface unit 
(401 in fig. 4) interfacing the manipulation panel, and a printing device interface unit (406 in fig. 
4) interfacing the printing device, the printing device controller processing signals received (col. 
8, lines 53-65). 
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Although Kakigi teaches, with respect to col. 1 1, lines 45-48, the fixed bin selection 
mode is such that fixed discharging into only the bin specified by the external unit 101 is 
performed, that means the exclusive use for the external unit 101 is set with respect to at least 
one of the sheet outputting position units when the external unit instructed; and the various users 
(col. 11, lines 58-60) can communicate with a printer via the same external unit 101, Kakigi does 
not teach an exclusive use for a certain user being set by a printing device controller (i.e., the 
video controller 103 in fig. 4) with respect to at least one of the sheet outputting position units 
when instructed. 

Salgado teaches a printing device controller (i.e., a controller 100 in fig. 1) for setting an 
exclusive use for a certain user with respect to at least one of the sheet outputting position units 
when instructed (fig. 5 indicates an exclusive use for each user is set with respect to at least one 
of the sheet outputting position units " or bins" "col. 12, lines 60-67"; and col. 12, Hnes 40-42). 

It would have been obvious to modify the video controller 103 of Kakigi for setting an 
exclusive use for a certain user with respect to at least one of the sheet outputting position units 
when instructed as taught by Salgado. The suggestion for modifying the video controller of 
Kakigi can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth above by Salgado because 
such a modification would increase the fiinctionalities of the printer for easily controlling each of 
bins to each user and allowing the user to keep track the locations of his outputted print jobs. 
3. Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kakigi and 
Salgado as applied to claim 1 above, and fiirther in combination with Kakuno (US Patent No. 
6,574,003 Bl) and Tang et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,160,629). 
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As to claim 3, Kakigi and Salgado discloses every feature discussed in claim 1, and 
Kakigi further teaches the input unit including a cassette designating unit, a sheet output position 
designating unit, and a user display panel (col. 8, lines 56-58 and col. 4, lines 5-9 indicate that a 
panel unit 104 including the input unit "i.e., various switches or buttons for operations" for 
setting and command the printer to perform a predetermined operation by operating the panel 
unit 104; and a user display panel "i.e., liquid crystal display devices". The input unit v^ould 
include a cassette designating unit "i.e., feeding unit", and a sheet output position designating 
unit "i.e., output bin or discharge unit" because, with respect to col. 13, lines 18-31, the user at 
the panel operation of the printer can set or reset to the feeding and discharge system. Thus, the 
input units of the printer panel would include a cassette designating unit "i.e., feeding unit" and a 
sheet output position designation unit "i.e., discharge unit"). 

However, Kakigi does not explicitly teach: 1) the input unit of the printer panel includes a 
unit designating a number of print jobs, and 2) an exclusive use display column, an exclusive 
time designating unit. 

Tang, in the same field of endeavor "display panel", teaches the input unit of the printer 
panel (38 in fig. 3) includes a unit designating a number of print jobs (col. 7, lines 54-57); and 

Kakuno, in the same field of endeavor "display panel", teaches an exclusive use display 
column (please see "PRINT PANEL DISPLAY" in fig. 7 or 8; col. 8, lines 45-48 and 54-55) and 
an exclusive time designating unit (i.e., the expansion time threshold value; col. 9, lines 27-29. 
Thus, the printer panel includes the exclusive use display column in which the exclusive time 
designating unit "i.e., the expansion time threshold value" would be selected by the user). 
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It would have been obvious to modify the control panel 104 of Kakigi for includes a unit 
designating a number of print jobs as taught by Tang, and an exclusive use display column, an 
exclusive time designating unit as taught by Kakuno. The suggestion for modifying the control 
panel of Kakigi can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth above by Tang and 
Kakuno because the modified control panel would increase the advantage and functionalities of 
the printer by adding more options of the functional setting on the control panel. Such a 
modification would allow the user to easily set more optional setting for his print jobs. 

As to claim 4, the combination of Kakigi, Salgado, Kakuno and Tang discloses every 
feature discussed in claim 3, and Kakigi further teaches the printing device controller (103 in fig. 
1) processing a command fi-om the host computer (i.e., a host computer connects to external 101 
in fig. 1) or the manipulation panel (104 in fig. 1, col. 4, lines 5-12) and controlling the printing 
device to process the print command according to set conditions (col. 3, lines 54-63, col 6, lines 
25-31). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 5-23, 25 are allowed. 

Claims 5, 1 1 are independent claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
As to claim 5, the reasons to allow this claim based on pages 18-19 of the argument of 
the applicant, and Shimura (U.S. Patent No. 6,499,069) cannot establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness in order to modify the deficiency of Kakigi (US Patent No. 6,422,557). 
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5. As to claim 1 1, the prior art such as Kakigi (US Patent No. 6,422,557), Salgado et al. 
(US Patent No. 5,898,592), Kakuno (US Patent No. 6,574,003 Bl) and Tang et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,160,629), including an updated electronic text search, would not teach step of "determined 
whether an exclusive use is to be set with respect to a sheet outputting position unit when the 
sheet storage unit is set to be exclusively used; determined whether there is a print conmiand 
when it is determined that the exclusive use is not set with respect to the sheet outputting 
position unit or when the corresponding sheet outputting position unit is set to be exclusively 
used". 

6. Claims 2 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

As to claim 2, the prior art such as Kakigi (US Patent No. 6,422,557) and in combination 
of Salgado et al. (US Patent No. 5,898,592), including an updated electronic text search, would 
not teach "display unit displaying a combination of "a print state, a name of an exclusive user, 
and an exclusive cassette, the exclusive user being the only user performing a print on the 
printing device, an exclusive cassette being the sheet storage unit used exclusively by the 
exclusive user". 

As to claim 24, the prior art such as Kakigi (US Patent No. 6,422,557) and in 
combination of Salgado et al. (US Patent No. 5,898,592), including an updated electronic text 
search, would not teach "the printing device controller determining whether an exclusive use is 
to be set with respect to at least one of the sheet outputting position unit when the sheet storage 
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unit is set to be exclusively used and determining whether there is a print command when it is 
determined that the exclusive use is not set with respect to the one of the sheet outputting 
position units or when the corresponding sheet outputting position unit is set to be exclusively 
used". 

Conclusion 

Applicants amendment with respect to independent claim 1 and claims 3-4, which 
depend on claim 1, filed 9/08/04 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. This action is made final. 

Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi*om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action, hi no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the date of this 
final action. 
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